AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 Attorney Docket No.: Q65899 

Application No.: 09/933,017 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-14 are all the claims pending in the application. 

1. Formalities 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for withdrawing the finality of the previous Office Action 
and for entering the amendments of February 9, 2004. 

2. Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-14 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 

to comply with the written description requirement. Specifically, the Examiner contends that the 
specification does not describe a "fi-amed packet signal with an overhead including an address 
code." Applicant traverses the rejection. 

The specification on page 6, lines 14-17, discloses that "[t]he data separation part 22 
removes the overhead such as a destination address or a source address fi-om the fi^ame of the 
remote control dat a packet to fetch the remote control data." (emphasis added). Further, the 
specification on page 7, lines 12-14, discloses that "[t]he data separation part 34 removes the 
overhead firom the fi-ame of the image dat a packet to fetch the data image." (emphasis added). 

Applicant submits that at least the above disclosiu'es in the specification provide "with 
reasonable clarity to those skilled in the art" that Applicant was in position of the invention and 
implicitly defines the meaning of the term "framed packet signal with an overhead including an 
address code." See MPEP 2163.02 at page 2100-171. 

In addition, Applicant submits that the "subject matter of the claims need not be 
described literally (i.e. using the same terms or in haec verba) in order for the disclosure to 
satisfy the description requirement." MPEP 2163.02 at page 2100-172. 
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3. Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-6 and 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, 

as being indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner contends that the phrase "displayed on said 
personal computer" in claim 1 lines 1 1-12 is indefinite because the second image and voice 
display do not display the selected display contents on the personal computer. 

Applicant submits that the modifications to claim 1 obviate the rejection. 

4. Claim Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Miyashita (US 5,782,548) ["Miyashita"] in view of Yasukawa (US 6,437,786) 
["Yasukawa"]. For at least the following reasons, AppUcant traverses the rejection. 

In the present invention, the PC performs an image capture. The captured image is 
displayed at the PC and, at the same time, is sent by a fi-amed packet signal with an overhead 
including the projector's address code and displayed on the projector's display (see page 7, lines 
2-20 of the specification). 

Claim 1 recites an electronic presentation system "wherein said remote control means 
captures the display contents displayed by said personal computer on said second image and 
voice display means to display said captured display contents on said first image and voice 
display means at the same time by commimicating through said communication means." 

Yasukawa discloses that a projector downloads software such as an OS, browser 
software, player software module and an image data fi-om a selected server through a network 
(see generally Summary of the Invention). The software and image data are written to RAM 6 in 
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the projector, and the projector converts the image data to the display image on a screen (see col. 
11, lines 19-67). 

Applicant submits that the image transfer process of Yasukawa does not disclose at least 
the claimed combination and Miyashita does not cure this deficiency. 

5. Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 




Registration No. 54,627 



WASHINGTON OFRCE 



23373 



CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Date: July 6, 2004 
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